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Sir: 

It is submitted that the Appeal Brief filed January 5, 2004, is in fact 
fully in compliance with the requirements of 37 C.F.R. §1. 192(c). 

As set forth in MPEP 1206, an appellant must (A) state that the 
claims [of a claim group subject to a particular rejection] do not stand or fall 
together and (B) present arguments why the claims subject to the same rejection 
are separately patentable in order to comply with the requirements of 37 C.F.R. 
§ 1.192(c)(7). In the present situation, all of claims 16-21 are in a single claim 
group, Le^ that group of claims rejected as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
4,559,868 to Nonaka et al. The "Grouping of Claims" portion on page 3 of the 
Appeal Brief explicitly states that (1) claim 18 does not stand or fall together 
with claims 16 and 17, (2) claims 19 and 20 do not stand or fall together with 
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claims 16-18, and (3) claim 21 does not stand or fall together with any of claims 
16-20. Arguments as to why claim 18 is separately patentable from claims 16 
and 17 are set forth on pages 4-5 of the Appeal Brief, in section II of the 
"Argument" portion. Arguments as to why claims 19 and 20 are separately 
patentable from claims 16-18 are set forth on pages 5-6 of the Appeal Brief, in 
section III of the "Argument" portion. Finally, arguments as to why claim 21 is 
separately patentable from claims 16-20 are set forth on pages 6-7 of the Appeal 
Brief, in section IV of the "Argument" portion. 


The Appeal Brief filed January 5, 2004, is fully in compliance with all 


requirements of 37 C.F.R. § 1.192(c), and notification to this effect is requested. 
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